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312 THE CLASSICAL REVIEW.

MATT. XI. 19.

WESTCOTT and HOET have adopted the
reading epytav for rtKvwv, and their judgment
has been followed by our Ilevisers. Is it
not possible, however, that Ipytov is really a
gloss upon TCKIXOI'? that the reKva o-o<j!>ias
may be, not wise people, but the results of
wisdom, what wisdom produces. The
expression would seem a strange one, and,
indeed, it seems never to have been so

interpreted. All the more likely that an
easier word should be substituted. Cf. airo
TU>V KapirSxv avrStv imyvuHrtaOt avTovs. Aesch.
Agam. 728 (Herm.) :

TO 8Wcre/?« yap tpyov
fteTa p.iv irXtiova TIKTU
crcji€T€pa. 8' tiKora yivva.

FRKDERIC T. COLBV.

WADDELL'S EDITION OF THE PARMENIDES.

The Parmenides of Plato, after the paging
of the Clarke Manuscript, with Intro-
ductions, Facsimiles and Notes. WILLIAM
WAHDLAW WADDELL, M.A., Glasgow and
Oxford. Glasgow: James Maclehose &
Sons. 1894. 31«. 6d. net.

THOSE who know how few really good
editions of the Platonic dialogues there are
will warmly welcome this addition to their
number. To the fastidious lover of beauti-
ful books it will be commended by its wide
margins, the texture of the paper and the
clearness of the print, which recalls the old
glories of the Foulis press. The student of
palaeography will be attracted by the
fidelity with which not merely the spelling
and division of sentences, but even the
marking of erasures, the tall letters, the
exact form of page and line in the Codex
Clarkianus are here presented to the eye.
Perhaps indeed the taste of so much will
only whet his appetite for more. Now that
photography has reproduced the Laurentian
Sophocles and Paris S of Demosthenes, is it
too much to expect that some day we shall
have a facsimile of the Bodleian Plato 1
The editor has given a faithful and exact
copy of the thirty-nine pages which his
dialogue occupies in that manuscript, but is
content with a facsimile of the first.

The critical portion of the introduction
—some fifty quarto pages—dwells in com-
mendable detail on the characteristics of
the three chief MSS. of Plato, viz. the
Clarkianus in the Bodleian Library, Paris
A, and the Venice manuscript (Append.
Class 4, no. 1 in the Library of St. Mark)
which in 1877 was discovered by Schanz to
be the archetype, for the first six tetralogies

at any rate, of all codices not deriving from
the Clarkianus. Each of these three is
fully described, nor will any one grudge the
three or four pages devoted to retelling, in
Clarke's own words, the story of the
adventurous voyage by which this ' fairest
specimen of Grecian caligraphy' was auspi-
ciously acquired from the Superior of a
monastery actually unable to read. Copious
collections of variants are also presented
with a view to determining the question
whether Cobet is right in his contention
that all MSS. of the first family are really
derived from the Clarkianus, so that any
independent readings they give must be due
to conjecture alone. Besides a comparison
of selected readings from the Parmenides
of A II and Codex Crusianus, the editor
has performed the useful office of collating
Codex Crusianus throughout the dialogue :
its readings, not hitherto published, are
given on pp. 41—74 in a column between a
most minute record of the readings of the
Clarkianus and Venice t (or T, as Schanz
calls it). The evidence of the Parmenides
does not tend to establish decisively any
view of the relations between A n and
Tub. (i.e. Codex Crusianus) on the one hand
and the Clarkianus on the other.

' From this synopsis it seems clear (1) that n
cannot be derived from Tub. since it contains at
intervals ten passages at least of which there is in
Tub. no trace ; (2) that Tub. is not likely to have
come from IT since it gives three passages which are
not found in n. I t is conceded that 91' the Clarke
MS. ' is much older than either; and accordingly
two conclusions are open to us as alternatives, (a)
either Tub. and n both come from 9(, or an early
copy or copies of it now lost; or (/3) all three
descend from one original now lost.' Introd. p. xc.

Highly amusing is the dispassionate


